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1 Attachment

P

Rebuttal To P66 At PC v2 - 4_16a.pdf
Hello Ramona,

Representative members of the Mesa Refinery Watch Group were at the April 15, 2016 Planning
Commission meeting and observed the questions and comments by the Planning Commissioners and the
Applicant during the deliberations of the Phillips 66 proposal. It is our understanding that the one
vehicle we have for providing rebuttal to information presented at the meeting is to submit written
commentary. Attached is the document summarizing factual information in rebuttal to some of the
misinformation and unclear statements presented during the hearing discussion.

We would appreciate you posting this information on the Planning Department web-site and circulating
to the Planning Commissioners.

Thank you very much.

Eunice King
Mesa Refinery Watch Group Administrator
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